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We outline a lattice method, using staggered fermions, for the evaluation of matrix elements relevant for weak decays of strange
mesons. We require three inversions per configuration.

1. Introduction. The recent interest in the numerical lattice evaluation of matrix elements relevant to low-
energy weak hadronic interactions has focused on formulating the problem in terms of Wilson fermions [1-3].
However, the Wilson fermion formulation does not respect the chiral symmetry which is expected to be approx-
imately valid for the continuum limit, and there are consequent complications [4]. Therefore one might prefer
to consider the problem in terms of staggered fermions, where sufficient chiral symmetry is retained to ensure
that the matrix elements have chiral behaviour analogous to that in the continuum [5].

Unfortunately, staggered fermions have problems of their own. Firstly, their use entails the use of multi-link
operators and, ideally, the generation of propagators from many sources. Both of these points tend to increase
the computational effort required. Secondly, in the continuum limit, one staggered fermion field corresponds
to four “flavours” of Dirac fermion {6]. However, at non-zero lattice spacing, these “Susskind flavours” mix,
and even with degenerate masses we have only a discrete flavour symmetry [5]. Thus, if we identify Susskind
flavour with continuum flavour, the formulation of weak hadronic transitions, whose characteristic feature is
flavour non-conservation, somewhat non-intuitive.

One way to avoid the second difficulty, as proposed in ref. [ 5], is the use of three species of staggered fermion
field, one for each of the (light) continuum flavours. This leads to a direct correspondence between the chiral
symmetry in the continuum and on the lattice. The apparent disadvantage of having four lattice fermions for
each continuum flavour should result in nothing more serious than an overcounting, which can be kept track
of provided that we are working within the quenched approximation.

The approach outlined in ref. [ 5] was motivated by the desire to have lattice matrix elements satisfying Ward
identities analogous to those in the continuum. In this letter we propose a method for weak matrix elements,
again using three species of staggered fermion, in which our prime concern is to use propagators from as few
sites as possible (one, with the requirement of two extra inversions), and thus make progress possible with
little more effort than is required for hadron mass calculations.

2. Review of aims. To be specific, we consider K°-»n*n—, AS=1 transitions, for which the effective ham-
iltonian [7] is an expansion over six four-quark operators,

O, = (dy,1.8) (@, u) = (A7 u) (Ty,.8) ,
O2=(dyus) (@, ) + (A9 u) (07,08) +2(d7,05) (@Y d) + (57,09)] (1)
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Oy = (dy,s) @y, u) + (A7, 0) (07,.5) + (d2,5) [2(dyad) = 3(57,u9)],

Oy = (A 8) () + (dVn ) (77,0.5) — (d7.8)(dyad) ,

G=(dy.t's) ¥ (Irxt'q),

g=u.d. s

Os=(dV,5) Zd (v 4) 5 (1cont’d)
g=u.d, s

where

PuL, R=Yu1(1F7s), (2)

and # are the generators of SU(3)..10ur- The coefficients of these operators are perturbatively calculable (though
this remains to be done within the staggered fermion regularization). All of these operators mediate transitions
which change isospin by 4, except for ¢, which is a AT=3 operator. An explanation of the A7=4 selection rule
requires one or more of the @, i#4 to be enhanced with respect to ¢,.

By using the methods of chiral perturbation theory, the matrix element of interest, namely (n*n~| ¢;|K°),
can be related to the more simple matrix elements (x*| ¢;]K*> and ¢(0| ¢;]K®> [8]. Although our methods
can be applied to both, in what follows we will restrict our attention to {(n*| ¢;|K*)>, which, in a general
lattice theory, is related to the large time amplitude of the correlator
Cilte,te)= 3 <m(x:) O0)K(xk) > - (3)

Xn, XK
Here 0,, n and K are lattice operators with the required quantum numbers, for example K(x) =5(x)ysu(x).
After integrating out the fermion fields, we are left with two types of quark propagator combinations to average
over gauge configurations. These have come to be known as “eights” and “eyes” after their graphical repre-
sentation. For example, the Wick expansion of @, results in the graphs of fig. 1. Note that figs. 1a, 1d are prod-
ucts of two traces, whereas figs. 1b, 1¢ have only one trace.

The problem with staggered fermions is that in order to get an operator ¢; with the right quantum numbers,
we need a combination of fields distributed throughout the hypercube at the origin. We then require quark
propagators from each of these sites before we can evaluate the “eight” graphs (the “eyes” are even more dif-
ficult). However, it is possible to exploit the extra Susskind flavour degrees of freedom to project out the desired
operator structure from a completely local source [9], as we describe below.

3. “Eight” graphs. We introduce three staggered fermion fields x,, ¢g=u, d, s, so that the fermionic part of
the action is

Se=2 2 24 (X) [ X (X) U)X o(x+ 1) = X (X + 1) UL (X)X (X) ]+ X Y mo i o(X) x4 ()

g x u q
=Y X (D+mglx, (4)
q

where a,(x)=(—)* *~**%-' Their associated coordinate space “quark” fields [6,10] are defined on hyper-
cubes at y by

1
q*(y) =§§y;‘:“xq(y+A) s Ya=yiveyeys, (5)
where Ae{0, 1}* (i.e., 4,=0 or 1) and all components of y are even. Greek indices are to be interpreted as
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(a) (@

(b) (@

Fig. 1. Graphs obtained in the Wick expansion of C, (¢, k). Lines correspond to quark propagators in a background gauge configuration,
and loops are traced around.

spin, latin as Susskind flavour, and the lattice spacing is taken to be 1. Then we can take our meson operators
to be

ne(y) =u(y)ys®@yEd(y)
spin] { flavour (6)

Kp(y) =5(»)ys®@ ypu(y) .

These should be understood as the equivalent combinations of x-fields with gauge links introduced in a sym-
metric fashion to ensure gauge invariance. It should be noted that only n5 (K;) is a lattice Goldstone boson,
but that the other fifteen 7 (Kp) correspond to physically equivalent pseudoscalar meson states in the con-
tinuum limit. This equivalence means that we are free to choose the values C and D in each graph of the Wick
expansion, so that the physically relevant matrix elements can be picked out from a local source.

To see how this works out, consider the graph in fig. 1a, at first with QCD switched off. Using the four-quark
operator

idxu(O)iuxs(O)=AZB[3yA®y:u](0)[ﬂh®y§s](0) , (7)
this graph, which has the two trace form, is

) AZBtr{Su(O, V2 )75 ®VESa(Yx, 0)7.,®@YEIr{S(0, yx)7s ®yBES.(¥x, 0)y:®7%} . (8)
Yrs VKA,

Here, S, is the free quark field propagator, which is diagonal in Susskind flavour up to terms of O(a) [10],
and hence the trace will project out from our local four-quark operator that part with A=C and B=D. When
interactions are reintroduced we expect this projection to go through in the same manner, since Susskind fla-
vour symmetry is present in the continuum limit. Precisely the same method can be used for the one trace type
of “eight” graph (fig. 1¢) if we bring it into two trace form (with respect to spin and Susskind flavour) by a
Fierz transformation, though the colour factors are more complicated
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4. “Eye” graphs. For the “eye” diagrams of figs. 1b, 1d this simple projection method of section 3 will not
work. There are two obstacles to overcome. Firstly there is the apparent necessity of calculating the propagator
S.(¥r, ¥x), a task requiring a number of additional inversions equal to the volume of the lattice. Secondly, in
either the one or the two trace forms, the correct spin structure cannot be projected out from a local four-quark
operator. These two problems can be solved simultaneously. At first we will describe a method that requires
two additional inversions (over and above the standard single source propagator calculation) for each pair (,,
tx). Afterwards we will explain how this can be reduced to three inversions in total.

Consider the one trace “eye” graph, fig. 1b. For the external mesons we choose 75 and K [see (6)], which
are lattice Goldstone bosons. The four-quark operator we take is

;[t?v,;@yzu](o)[liys@y?s](o) : (9)
Fig. 1b then corresponds to the correlator

> Atr{Su(yK, Vr)?s®@73Sa(¥r, 0)ya ®YES(0, 0)ys ®PES(0, yk,)7s @Y%}, (10)
Yn, VK,

where the trace is over spin, Susskind flavour and colour (although we have suppressed the colour depen-

dence). Once more we appeal to the fact that the quark propagators become diagonal in Susskind flavour near

the continuum limit, so that the trace will pick out the 4=C contribution. Hence, by our choice of B and C

we can uniquely specify the spin structure of the four-quark operator which survives in the continuum limit.
In terms of y-field propagators, G,(x, x'), (10) becomes

C(tx, tx) = const. y tr{ybysyertitr{G,(0, D)U(D, E)G, k (E,0)}, (11)
D E

where tr. is the trace over colour, U(D, E) is the symmetric combination of gauge links between sites D and
E tactily assumed in (10), and

Gr (), k(1) (X, 0) = ZF GGs(x, Yk TF)e(F)G,(yx + F, yr + G)e(G) Ga(yr + G, 0), (12)

Yr, YK, I,
with €(x) = (= )*' T2+ ¥+ arising from our choice of mesons. Eq. (12) may be regarded as the y-field prop-
agator in the presence of a pion and a kaon source, and it is this particular combination of propagators which
we need to calculate, rather than the general propagator G,(x, x').
To calculate (12) we require two additional inversions. First we have to solve

[(D+my)Gr1n) 1(x, 0) =04, €(x)Ga(x,0), (13)
and then
[(D+ms)Gﬂ(1n), K(x) ](x’ 0) =§x4, txe(x)Gn(tn)(x’ 0) . (14)

In these equations, (ID+m,) is just the matrix in the staggered fermion action (4), so that these inversions
require only minor modifications of the standard programs used in hadron mass calculations. Methods similar
to this have been given elsewhere, sometimes under the name of “exponentiation” [11,12].

We have now reached the stage where we can calculate the correlator (10) corresponding to the one trace
“eye” diagram with two extra inversions for each pair (#,,fx). The same is true for the two trace graph if we
use a Fierz transformation to bring it into one trace form. However, this is still a formidable task. We can reduce
the number of extra inversions required to a total of three (the standard propagator calculation together with
two extra inversions) by considering the more technical question of the relation of the correlator to the matrix
element (n*|0;]K*>.

For large times, on an infinite lattice, the behaviour of the correlator (3) is dominated by the lowest mass
states. On a finite lattice of course, the time cannot be too large, by there should be a region # in which the
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higher mass excitations can be neglected. For timeslices in # the behaviour of (3) will typically be (see refs.
(5, 11])

Ci(ty, tx) =/ Zx Zx A; exp(—my |t;]) exp(—mx |tk 1) , (15)

where \/Z, g are renormalization constants which can be determined in an ordinary hadron mass calculation,
and m, and my are the lattice pion and kaon masses. The matrix element of interest is A;=(x* | O,|K* ),
though this will require renormalization to relate it to the physical (continuum) matrix element. In (15) we
have neglected the problem of the mixing of the four-quark operators with two-quark operators (see e.g. ref.
[5]). To take proper account of this it is necessary to calculate the amplitude <0| @;|K®>, a task which can
be tackled using methods similar to those outlined here. Now that we have the form of the correlator in £ it
is convenient to sum (15) over all ¢,,txe £ and fit the summed correlator to this in order to extract 4,. This
means that we can sum (13) and (14) over times in R, and hence we require only two extra inversions.

5. Concluding remarks.We propose to test the methods outlined in this paper using gauge configurations gen-
erated on a 163X 24 lattice with 8 values in the range 6.0-6.3. Staggered fermion propagators from a single
source have been generated on these configurations, at several quark mass values, for hadron mass calculations
[13]. Dirichiet boundary conditions are used in the time direction, and experience shows that the region %#
for this lattice corresponds to time-slices 7-19 (the source is on timeslice 5).

To begin with, we will concentrate on comparing ¢ with @,. This has the advantage that there is no pos-
sibility of mixing with two quark operators, so that only {(n*| @;|K* ) has to calculated. This is because these
operators belong to the 27 representation of SU(3)gayou- However, it is quite likely that A/=4 enhancement
is due to the other operators, all of which fall into 8 representations of SU(3) favour-

It should be noted that at several points our method relies on the degree to which Susskind flavour symmetry
is good on the lattice. For example, the method for projecting out the correct four-quark operator rests entirely
on the assumption that quark propagators are approximately diagonal in Susskind flavour space near the con-
tinuum limit. Also, at non-zero lattice spacing, the pseudoscalar masses appearing in (15) depend upon which
external meson state we choose [i.e., which values of C and D we take in (6)]. Hadron mass calculations using
the Edinburgh configurations [13] indicate that, on the basis of the masses of the pseudoscalar meson mul-
tiplet, Susskind flavour symmetry is respected to the order of 10% at #=6.0, and to the order of 3-4% at §=6.15.
This gives us a reasonable change of extracting order of magnitude estimates from our data.

As emphasized in the introduction, the method proposed here is valid in the quenched approximation only.
In the full theory, with dynamical fermions, it is not possible to take account of the overcounting resulting from
having four-fermion species for each physical quark. In this case, it is presumably necessary to use one species
of staggered fermion field, with the flavour degeneracy lifted by some generalized mass term (see for example
ref. [14]). Susskind flavour would then be associated with physical flavour, but the freedom to project out spin
structures would be lost.

Preliminary results using the method of ref. [5] have recently been published [15].

We wish to thank Richard Kenway, Duncan Roweth and David Stephenson for helpful discussions. D.D.
and S.H. acknowledge the support of the SERC. S.N.S. is funded by the SERC and Fegs Ltd. T.D.K. holds a
Commonwealth Scholarship.
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